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3. Tha next question concerned the possibility of 
Oswald's having bean a Soviet agent- Hr- Dulles suggested, 
that the Coaaission’s question on this natter be phrased 
soaewhat as follows: "In tha knowledge or judgaent of CIA 

was Lea Harvey Oswald an agent of the Soviet intelligence 
services or the intelligence services ‘of other coaauai 3 t 
states at any tino prior to 22 Noyenbar 1963, or was Oswald 
solicited by these intelligence services' to becoae such an 
agant2” After considering this question, it became apparent • 
that tha problaa of sakiag a "judgaent” as to whether Oswald 
night have becoae an agent of a communist power was subject 
to tha sane difficulties ws would have encountered if we _ 
had triad to answer the allegation of CIA affiliated by 
citing CIA's owa procedures- If CIA, in responding to the 
"judgaent” portion of the question, were to say that is 
light of it3 knowledge of Soviet Else procedures it was - - 
unlikely that Oswald would have haccaa their agent, we ->>V 
wouid have to admit that exceptions are always possible- - 
Mr. Dulles and I felt that it would be better to avoid this 
and confine our response to a precise statement of fact. 

This stateaent, in Mr- Dulles* view, could note that CIA 
possessed no knowledge either gained independently or fro® 
its study of the materials supplied by tha Commission 
tending to show that Lae Harvey Qswald-was an agent of 
the Soviet intelligence services, or the services of any 
other Conaunist country, or -for that natter of any other., 
country. ... 

4. Both questions were discussed individually but * 
later Mr. Dulles suggested that because they were inter- . 
Connected it would be better if the Cosfcaission posed then 
in one letter to CIA. I agreed that this aight be simpler. 



5. After covering these questions of direct interest 
to CIA, Mr. fiulles •mentioned other issues which concerned 
the Coaaission. He resarked that aeafeers of the Coaai 33 icm 
could not understand why CIA had not begun an investigation 
of Oswald as soon as it received word that he had defected. 

I noted that this question had bean discussed with Mr. 

Rankin and his staff and there seemed to be considerable 
unde rstanding _of the practical circumstances which made it 
iopossible for CIA to undertake such investigation inside 
the USSR. I expressed the hope that it would not be necessary 
fo* vClA to place nhttors of this sort in the public record. 

Mr. Dulles agreed. . 
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6. Mr. Dulles then asked if it were normal for 
the Soviet Goyernaent to permit a Soviet woman to marry 
a foreigner and then allow her to leave with her husband 
shortly after the marriage. This question perturbed the 
Commission and they would like to have an answer. I said 
that whaTeas the response could have some bearing on whether 
Oswald was an agent, the pToblea seemed to lie more in the 
consular field and I suggested that the best way to obtain 
an opinion on what constituted "noraal practice” in marriage 
cases in the USSR would be to question the Department of 
State. Mr. Dulles agreed with this. 

7. Mr. Dulles expressed his appreciation for the 
assistance accorded hia and said that he woulddiscuss the 
fraaing of the questions for CIA with Mr. Rankin i 
13 April. At thin point I did offer a personal o. 
regard to the way in which CIA should respond. Noting i 
teswiaony oa questions such as thes^ would difficult to 
insert in the public record, I suggested that it would be 
best if the CIA response were in written form. However, 
much will depend on the fora in which the equastions are 
eventually put to us and I iaagine that a final decision 
can be made at that tiae. 



8. At no time during these discussions did Mr. Dulles 
make any inquiries about Nasenko and I volunteered no inf or- 
nation on this score. " ■ 
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